Annual (April 1, 2013 to March 31, 2014) Performance Evaluation Report in respect of RFD 2013-2014 of RSCs i.e. Institutes

Name of the Division:
Name of the Institution:

RFD Nodal Officer of the RSC : Dr. K.K.Sharma, Pr. Scientist.

Horticultural Science Dwﬁjfy’n/,

National Research Centre on Pomegranate, Solapur.
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Germplasm/hybr
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142.85

54  promising
accessions  of
gamma
irradiated
population
which were not
in proposed
schedule were
also  screened
for bacterial
blight
resistance.

Developmen
t of
production
and post
harvest
technologies

Nutrients
evaluated for
enhanced
productivity

Nu

er

10

100

10.0 -

125.00

Instead of one
micronutrient
namely  Zinc,
two
micronutrients
viz. Zn and Mn
were included
to study their
interaction
effect on fruit
quality.

Production of
elite planting
material through
tissue culture

Nu
mb
er

10
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650
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886

L
W
X

118.13

As protocol for
the production
of tissue culture
raised plants
has been
standardised,
which  earlier
was in  the
process of being
standardised,
more  number
of plants are
being produced
without any
procedural
obstacle.

Bio-agents and
chemicals

Nu
mb

evaluated for

cr

100

&

175.00

During
screening of
bioagents  for




Mitigating bacterial blight
important and wilt more
diseases and promising
insect-pests. bioagents were
. : observed  and
\/ / V/ i / subsequently
evaluated.
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efficiency/ Sevottam Implementation .
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/Departmen Implementation
t of public
grievance redress
L system

Total Composite Score:

~
Procedure for computing the Weighted and Composite Score W q.&

1. Weighted Score of a Success Indicator = Weight of the corresponding Success Indicator x Raw Score / 100

Ul
2. Total Composite Score = Sum of Weighted Scores of all the Success Indicators r—\ ’_é L M
Ko M\J \/ %@J r_} .







